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(Caption Omitted) 
PETITION FOR INJUNCTION 
TO: The Honorable Henry D. Garnett, Judge of Said Court: 
T~IS DAY COMES Paul L. Sheek, J. C. Stortz, Sam Baugerss, 
: J. 0. Carrington and Robert Mallison, hereinafter called Plaintiffs, 
I• 
I 
':and move the Court for injunctiv~ relief against the said Defendant, 
i The City of Newport News, ·a municipal corporation, hereinafter 
:~called Defendant, and in that regard doth say as follows: 
1. That the City of Newport News is a municipal ·corporation 
i 
:chartered by the Commonwealth of Virginia. 
2. That the Council of the City of Newport News on 
I 
.. 
·December 13, 1971 passed an Ordinance entitled, ORDINANCE NO. 1563 
1: 
:. AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND REORDAIN CHAPTER 20, GARBAGE, LITTER 
:AND OTHER LIKE WASTE, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NEWPORT NEWS, BY 
ADDING A NEW ARTICLE, NAMELY ARTICLE III, REQUIRED CONTAINERS, 
·SECTIONS 20-33, DEFINITIONS, 20-34, REFUSE CONTAINERS, 20-35, 
.ACCESS TO ·coNTAINERS, 20-36, GROUP USE OF DUMPMASTER-TYPE CON-
i 
:.TAINERS, 20-37, MAINTENANCE, REPLACEMENT, REPAIRS AND CLEANING 
~:OF CONTAINERS, 20-39, DUMPMASTER-TYPE CONTAINERS FURNISHED BY THE 
!· 
;. CITY, AND 20-40, FAILURE TO COMPLY, a copy of which said Ordinance 
:; 
i;is attached hereto and prayed to be read as a part hereof; the said 
:Ordinance is effective February 1, 1972. 
" ., !• 
3. That pursuant to said. Ordinance the City· will terminate 
A. 1 
all garbage and refuse collection service from the premises of 
the Plaintiffs on or about February 1, 1972. 
4. That your said Plaintiffs are residents of the City of 
Newport Ne,vs and do each occupy as lessee tenants a parcel of land 
.:located in a mobile home park, on which lot is located a home 
I 
;:which belongs unto the said Plaintiffs. Under the existing 
Ordinance of the City, garbage and refuse collection service will 
·continue .to be rende·1·ed to all occupants of residential lots other 
,. 
;;than the said Plaintiffs, or others living under the same circum-
:; stances. 
5. That the Ordinance purports to establish the said 
!,Plaintiffs and others similarly situated as a separate class, to 
··which the said City refuses to service and render the same 
.:benefits as other people living in the City, and the same Ordinance 
·:is thereby unreasonable, arbitrary, discriminatory and deni~s the 
': 
1: 
i;equal protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amend-
:ment to the Constitution of the United States and is in violation 
iOf Article One, Section One of the Constitution of Virginia. 
6. That the inclusion of Plaintiffs in the effect and 
!,application of said Ordinance constitutes an unreasonable, 
1)arbitrary and discriminatory classification on the part of said 




7. That the restrictions and burdens placed upon Plaintiffs 
; as mobile home· residents by the Ordinance bears no reasonable 
l relationship to the purported purpose of the Ordinance, i.e., 
I 
I 











good order, comfort, convenience, and welfare of the City and its 
inhabitants, and is therefore beyond the legislative authority of 
City. 
8. That the Ordinance includes residents of mobile homes 
the burden and restrictions of a regulatory measure purportedly 
:~designed to affect business and commercial establishments. That 
:.this inclusion effects a premium on occupying a lot and home not 
ji 
: shared by other residents of the City in like or similar circum-
,· 
: stances, and therefore, the Ordinance is unreasonable, arbitrary, 
!;discriminatory and beyond the legisla~ive authority of the City. 
i 
'· I • 9. That while the Ordinance purports to be a regulatory 
measure, in its application it becomes a revenue measure and 
therefore imposes an unreas~nable, arbitrary and discriminatory tax 
::burden upon Plaintiffs. 
•: I, 
., 
10. That the Plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law. 
11. That the Plaintiffs as residents of the City of Newport 
News have the right to receive City garbage and refuse collection 
service and that the Ordinance provides for the termination of 
said service to the detriment of your said Plaintiffs by and all 
:·of which your said Plaintiffs are irreparably damaged. 
' ,. 
12. The said Defendant has been, and is providing City 
garbage and refuse collection service unto the Plaintiffs at the 
;:present time, and continuance of this service by the City, at 
i: 
[1 least until this matter be heard on its merits, can in no way 
i; 
i;materially affect the said Defendant. 
WHEREFORE, your said Plaintiffs do pray the Court that 
A. 3 
temporary injunction be issued enjoining the Defendant, its 
servants and employees from terminating the said garbage and 
refuse collection service provided to Plaintiffs and all other 
I[ 
!\parties similarly situated until a hearing be had on Plaintiffs' 
!' 
:·application for permanent injunctive relief and that upon hearing 
! of the matter on its merits that the Ordinance as it applies to 
! ~ 
i~mobile home parks be declared null and void and that permanent 
: injunctive relief be granted and that the Plaintiffs receive such 
' . ;I 





PAUL L. SHEEK, J. C. STORTZ, 
SAM BAUGERSS, J. 0. CARRINGTON, 
and ROBERT "f\fALL I SON 







THIS DAY COMES ROBERT MALLISON, and files this his Affidavit 
in connection with his and others application for injunctive relief 
:, in the above case and doth say as follows: 
1: 1. That he is a resident of the City of Newport News and 
~: is employed in the Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company, • 
I' 
! having been employed there for many years. 
I! 
I' 2. That for a number of years he has resided in. a mobile 
!; 
!·home park known as Warwick Mobile Home Park and is the tenant of, 
;~leasing and occupying a lot located at 209 Lyttle Drive, Newport 
:: 
!" News, Virginia, on 'vhich lot is located a 60' x 12' mobile home, 
l' 
which belongs to·your said affiant and in which your said affiant 
and his family reside. As a resident of the City of Newport News 
Land the premises leased by your said affiant, he has received 
;: 








(a). That the service rendered has consisted of 
picking up garbage from receptacles provided by your 
affiant on his premises. 
(b). That he further is aware that the defendant 
has for many years pr?vided a similar service to all 
residents living in private residential dwellings. 
3. That he verily believes that commencing in the late 
summer or early fall of the year 1971 the City of Newport News 
A. 5 
Lacting by and through its City Council did undertake to adopt an 
;I 
Ordinance providing that it would no longer render collection 
service to the home of persons occupying mobile homes in mobile 
11 home parks and would refuse to render collection service should 
1: 
:J 
::affiant verily believes that the net result of such regulation is 
~to require that unless the owner of a mobile home park ~rovide 
:~containers, garbage collection service will no longer be provided 
ll . 
I· to the lot owners. 
4. That the Ordinance as promulgated required that the 
large collection containers be located on areas where concrete pads 
and other unusual foundations are located, all of which, by neces-
:·sity, would not be in the vicinity of the premises occupied by the 
;,mobile home occupants. That in one instance the agents of the 
defendanti in recommending location of such containers have 
selected areas 1vhich are as much as 1, 000 feet from one of the 
:·homes to be served. 
5. That your said affiant verily believes that the service 
which has been rendered to him in the past is the same service 
1vhich has been rendered to all residential lot owners, occupants 
. or tenants, and that the provisions of the Ordinance are such that 
I! 
\! 
d A 6 H • 
II 
" II 
the service previously rendered to all citizens will continue to 
be rendered to all residential lot occupants of the City of Newport 
News, other than mobile home owners, and that collection of garbage 
~ and refuse of occupants of all types will be rendered to the most 
;·convenient place for refuse containers on the premises of such 
i: 
ll 
citizens. It is also true that the service as rendered will con-
tinue to be given to citizens all over the City of Newport News, 
i:including large lots in excess of one acre, small 25ft. lots with 
I; ;: 
i more than two families in other parts of the City. Your affiant 
it 
·:occupies a lot which is 40' x 80' fronting on a 40' street. 
;I 
! 
6. That the Ordinance as originally proposed and presented 
to the City Council of Newport News, provided fur~her that a charge 
~:be made for collection of the garbage and refuse of mobile home 
·occupants, in accordance with a copy of subject Ordinance, which 
!. is attached hereto, which in effect taxes the occupants of mobile 
; homes for the service rendered, whereas all other citizens receive 
direct service withbut tax. 
7. That it was stated before the City Council of Newport 
·News by the Manager of said City, that the purpose of the Ordinance 
!:was to reduce the costs of collecting garbage and refuse and that 
,,the taxing provisions of subject Ordinance were not adopted solely 
:· 
~.and only because the City Attorney of Newport News was advised 






by the President of the United States in August of 
I 
That it was directly stated by certain members of the 
A. 7 
City Council of Newport News while in session, that when and if 
the regulation allowed a charge for the service it would then 
. undoubtedly be instituted. 
9. That your said affiant verily believes that it presently 
,, 
;: requires the service of one truck lvi th three men working thereon 
;: a period of three and one -half hours, twice weekly to collect the 
~ I 
··garbage and refuse in the mobile home park in which your said 
affiant r~sides; and your said affiant further verily believes that 
.using large refuse containers will require the service of one truck 
::1vith one employee for a period in excess of the time presently 
1 
1: required; and further, he doth verily believe that under the 
::present system the time required to service a similar number of 
~ : 
:; residential lot owners in any portion of the City of Newport News, 
:would be at least double that required to service the park in which 
he resides; and that the rendering of the service by the City of 
Newport News to your said affiant and the other residents in his 
;,area, requires less expense and less time than in any other 
residential area. 
10. That the provisions and requirements of the Ordinance 
:,are such that your affiant verily believes that the location of 
'the large refuse containers mu~t, of necessity, be located in areas 
I j: 
., 
::remote to the residence of your said affiant, so as to cause him 
; 
[to be required to carry his garbage and refuse for great distances, 
while all other residents of the City of Newport News may have 
theirs collected at the door of their home. 
11. That in addition to the failure to render service to 
A. 8 
your said affiant similar to that rendered to all citizens, the 
Ordinance as adopted, is such as to tax your affiant and others 
similarly situated as stated above, arid through the costs of 
installation of large refuse containers and the building of con-
::crete pads, which your affiant verily believes must be substantial 
,, 
:sums of money, would under the practical necessities of economy, 
:~ltimately be.paid by your said affiant and others similarly 
situated.· 
12. That in addition your affiant reasonably believes 
·that there are numerous rented multi-iamily dwellings, containing 
i! 
., 
:, several family units which will continue to receive municipal 
~garbage collection service, and further that the cost of collection 
::from lots occupied by mobile homes is unquestionably less than the 











0 R D E R 
This cause came on this day to be heard on a Petition filed 
by plaintiffs praying that the defendants be permanently enjoined 
from terminating the garbage and refuse collection service as 
·presently rendered by defendants, City of Newport News and W. E. 
Lawson, Jr., City Manager, urito said plaintiffs, all residents of 
mobile home parks, and all other similarly situated. 
That by order of the Court entered January 26, 1972, 
Ji 
:defendants were preliminarily enjoined from terminating said 
service. 
It appearing to the Court that on evidence heard, Exhibits, 
;;Affidavits, Briefs and Arguments of Counsel, that plaintiffs are 
1 not entitled to a permanent injunction. 
! ~ 
'I 
I It is therefore, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the 
;petition for a permanent injunction be, and the same is hereby 
;;dismissed with prejudice, to which action of the Court the 
plaintiffs object and except, and further; that the preliminary 
~.injunction·, be; and the same is hereby continued, in full force 
!and effect until July 31, 1972, or until such time as the Supreme 
j 
::Court of Virginia denies the petition for appeal or grants 
;
1 
plaintiffs a writ of error. 
!· 
j: It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that this Order 


















H PI ask for this: i: 
il j;P. A. YEAPANIS 
1i C.i ty Attorney 
!l 240 0 Washington Avenue 




rH. DUNCAN GARNETT, JR. 
























NOTICE OF APPEAL 
and 
ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR 




COUNSEL FOR PAUL L. SHEEK, J. C. STORTZ, SAM BAUGERSS, 
i J. 0. CARRINGTON, and ROBERT l\1ALLISON, plaintiffs in the above-
i 
ii styled cause in the Circuit Court for the City of Newport News, 
:~Virginia, hereby give notice of appeal from the judgment of this 
~r Court as set forth in the order entered in this cause on the 7th 
I' 
:'day of June, 1972, and set forth the following assignments of 
j: 
'error: 
1. The trial court erred in not allowing the plaintiffs 
admit into evidence a copy of the ordinance which was considered 
ii 
.. but not adopted because in derogation of the Federal Wage and 
;Price "Freeze," by the Newport News City Council in open session 
::immediately prior to the adoption of Ordinance Number 1563; which 
::prior ordinance was introduced by plaintiffs for the purpose of 
.showing th~ legislative history of Ordinance Number 1563 and the 
i· 
I 
;object sought to be obtained by its ultimate adoption. 
,. 
;; 
; 2. The trial court erred in not allo,ving the plaintiffs to 
·admit into evidence certified ~opies of leases recorded in the 
;Clerk's Office for the Hustings Court of Newport News, Virginia; 
which leases were used to demonstrate the existence of the practice 





situated single family dwellings owned by.the occupants thereof. 
3. The trial court erred in refusing to permit the plain-
tiffs to call Mr. P. A. Yeapanis, City Attorney, for the City of 
LNewport News, author of the ordinance in question, as an adverse 
:! 
.,witness; which attorney was called to demonstrate the circumstances 
~·of the city, the objects sought to be attained, and the necessity 





4. The trial court erred in refusing to allow Mr. T. J. 
Little, owner and operator of Warwick Mobile Home Estates wherein 
the plaintiffs dwell, to testify regarding the conditions, clean-
liness, and maintenance of the trash and garbage containers then 
situated in Warwick Mobile Home Estates. 
5. The trial court erred in refusing to allow the said 
; · M r . T . J . Lit t 1 e to t e s t if y as to whether or not , to his know 1 edge 
·:any unhealthy or unsanitary conditions obtained in Warwick Mobile 
:Home Estates with regard to the collection and disposal of trash 
'therein. 
6. The trial court erred in admitting into evidence the 
:. testimony of Mr. Joseph L. Womack, Jr. , Director of Public Works 
,for the Ciiy of Newport News, Virginia, as to whether it was 
:' 
;"necessary . . . to have a concrete pad 'vhich is equi valent of 
:the size of the one mentioned in the ordinance," when the Ordinance 
Number 1563, Section 20-35(l)(C) states, "Where it is practical, 
a concrete pad measuring 10 feet by 20 feet by 7 inches thick .shall 
lbe provided for each dumpmaster-type container to carry the weight 
of the full container, plus the weight of the collection vehicle 
A. 13 
:lifting the full container." 
! 
i 7. The trial court erred in that its opinion failed to 
recognize that municipal ordinances must conform to the require-
;:ments of the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment 
:' 
:to the Constitution of the United States not only as to the stated 
: ~ 
:purpose of the municipal ordinance but also as to the real effect 
,, 
I' 
; of that ordinance, when that ordinance is enacted under the police 
power of the municipality pursuant to a general grant of authority 
:by the Virginia legislature. 
!: 8 • The trial court erred !; 
i' il 
said decree 'that was contrary to 
9 0 The transcript in this 









in entry of the final decree in· 
the law and evidence of the cause. 
cause and the exhibits introduced 
PAUL L. SHEEK, J. C. STORTZ, 
SAM BAUGERSS, J. 0. CARRINGTON, 
and ROBERT ~ffiLLISON 




ASSIGNMENTS OF CROSS-ERROR 
TO: George D. DeShazer, Jr., Clerk of the Circuit Court: 
The City of Newport News, by counsel, sets forth the 
!~following as assignments of cross-error: 
,I 
1. That the trial court erred in admitting into evidence 
.. certain photographs marked as Plaintiff's exhibits 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 
I' 
!;8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24·, 
;j 
!;25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34. 
I' 
2. That the trial court erred in admitting into evidence 
.. 
;: testimony by Mr. T. J. Little as to the average length of stay of 
.: ind i vi d ua 1 s residing at the mob i 1 e home park known as Warwick 
I 






3. That the trial court erred in admitting into evidence 
:testimony by Mr. T. J. Little as to the cost of an eight-yard 
i· ;Dempster-Dumpster. 
4. That the trial court erred in admitting into evidence 
" 
! 
::testimony by Mr. T. J. Little as to residences other than mobile 
homes located on leased lots in the City of Newport News. 
5. That the trial court erred in admitting into evidence 
'testimony by Mr. T. J. Littl~ as to h_ow the individual garbage 
;:containers at various trailers located in the 1.\farwick Mobile Home 
:· 
I 




6. That the trial court erred in overruling Defendant's 
A. 15 
Motion to Strike the evidence of Plaintiffs. 
7. That the trial court erred in admitting into eviden~e 
testimony by Joseph L. Womack, Jr., as to whether individual 
trailers located in a mobile home park could be serviced with 
garbage and trash pick-up faster than individual single-family 
residences. 
I 
,P. A. Yeapanis 
:city Attorney 
.City Hall Building 
:2400 Washington Avenue 














CITY OF NEWPORT NEWS, ET ALS 









!itwo-ton trucks you referred to? 
I! 




A On some roads you have to have an escort in the rear 
IJ d !; an in front. Some roads you just have to have one escort. 
i ~ 
[;Anything going out of Newport News has to go through Richmond or 
d 
li 





l!· Q Can you describe the lots, say, is there anything 
!i 
H common to· the lots besides the fact that they have mobile homes 
'I 
lion them? Is there a lighting system in the area? 
~ A Each lot has its own sidewalk with a 10 by 20 concrete 




lj ll Q What sort of yard 1 igh t? 
i: 
:j 
ll A Regular lamp pole type light on each sidewalk. 
1: Q I' !! 
ll jiT - 19 
Any shrubbery, trees? 
!: A '• Each lot has a tree on it, and a lot of them have their 
!; 
:·own shrubs. 
Q What are the streets constructed of? You told me they 
!'were 4 0 feet 'vi"de. 
jl 
f: i: 
t: A They have five- inch rock base and two- inch asphalt, 
ii t: 
~~curb and gutter. 
i: 
I! 
n Q Are there any recreational facilities in the park? jj 
q 
1, A Have one of the largest swimming pools in the City of 
li 
liNewport News, plus a 60 by 90 clubhouse. 
I[ Q And who uses the clubhouse? 
II 
II 









i1 i! ,. 
I! 
MR. LITTLE Direct 
I . 
:! A Well, 
r 
I let any civic orga~ization use it, with no charge 
I 
/;whatsoever. I have let the police se it, I have let the firemen 
ll j:use it, I have let some of the poli ical organizations use it, 
'l ,I 
I' 
:! churches use it on Sundays, Boy Sco ts, and Girl Scouts. 
lo • j: 
I 
1 
i Q Are you familiar with the rdinance, the adoption of the 
!ordin~nce in question by the City o Newport News? 
I 
I A Yes, sir. 
I 
I 
I * * * * * ; 
!T - 22 
I 
I Q I Are the roads in the park edicated to the city? 
i A No, sir, they are private streets. 
Q Have you had garbage collection to the mobile homes 
j over the period? 
A Yes, sir. 
Q Is there any garbage collection furnished by the City 
; to residential homes on private roads other than Warwick Mobile 
! Home Park? 
A Yes, sir. 
I 
i 
j Q I hand you what purports to be a rna~ of the City of 
I !Newport News and surrounding area, Mr. Little. Could you tell 
I 
I jus some of these private roads in the City of Newport News that 
I 
1 are served for garbage collection? 
A There is Hoffman Lane, Barclay Road, Ferguson Lane, 
1 and Jacobs Lane. I 
! IT - 23 
I 
I know of that many that are private lanes. 
Q They are marked on here w~th a little asterisk? 
A. 28 
.. , ---
MR. LITTLE Direct 
A Yes, sir. 
MR. KELLY: I would like to introduce this. 
COURT: Any objection? 
MR. YEAPANIS: To the City map, no, sir. 
COURT: Receive that and mark it Plaintiff's Exhibit 4. 
(Map of the City of Newport News was received in 
evidence and marked Plaintiff's Exhibit #4.) 
Q Are they all private single-family residences located 
those streets? 
A Yes, sir. 
* * * * * 
Q How are the residences in the park served by way of 
I! sewer, do they have septic tanks, public se,ver, or \vha t? 
n d ); ,, A I have my own pumping station and all the sewage is 
,·pumped to the Patrick Henry Airport. 







.; Q jl i! 
It is either the City's or Hampton Roads'. 
Is electricity under ground or above ground? 
Under ground, except the Virginia Electric and Power 
Each trailer is under ground. 
The residents pay their own electrical charge? 
Yes, sir, each lot pays its own light bill. 











MR. LITTLE Cross 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
ii il 
:i BY MR. YEAPANIS: 
'1 II Q l! 
il 
1 T 29 ji -
d 
















li il Q 
i! 




Mr. Little, what would you say your profession is? 
What my profession is? 
Yes, sir. 
I guess you would classify it as a salesman. 
What do you sell? 
I sell mobile homes. 
And you also run a mobile home park. That is correct, 
Right. 
So you are in the business of selling trailers and 
I, 










And you pay a busin~ss license for that, is that not 
I pay a business license for the sales. It is an entirely 
]j different corporation from the War\vick Mobile Homes Estates. 
1: 
I! Q Do you pay a business_license for the Warwick Mobile 
I; . 
::Homes Estates also? 
:I 
II 
li ~~ A I pay $25,000.00 a year which is classed as a license tax. 
1: :: Q So that business of renting mobile homes in Warwick 
!! 
liMobile Homes Estates is a business, isn't it? 
p 
i;T - 30 
. ji i! A I don't know 1vhether you would class it as a business 
I A. 30 
I 
MR. LITTLE Cross 
not. 
MR. KELLY: I object. I think that is a question of 
law. 
MR. YEAPANIS: I would like to know what Mr. Little 
thinks it is. I hope he knows what it is if he is involved 
in it. 
COURT: I think you can ask him. 
Q It is a business, isn't it? 
A I guess you would call it a busine~s. 
COURT: He said he paid a $25,000.00 license. 
* * * * * 
- 39 
I! MR. HENRY NICE, called as a witness on behalf of the 
H 
II Plaintiff's, being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
1: 
li li DIRECT EXAMINATION 
li 




































Would you state your name and place of residence, please? 
Henry Nice. I live at 912 Etna Drive. 
What do you do for a living? 
I am a builder and developer and own a trailer park. 
Do you have anything to do with any mobile homes in the 
.I own and operate Trailux Mobile Homes. 
How many mobile homes are located there? 










MR. NICE Direct 
Q Are you familiar with the adoption of the ordinance in 










A I am. 
Q As a result of the adoption of the ordinance, did you have 
!: any negotiations or dealings with the City of Newport News with 
I 
!! 
!iregard to location of the Dempster-Dumpsters in accordance with 
1: 
:I 
1; the requireme:nts of the ordinance? 
II . 
I! A I did. 
l: 
il Q All right, _would you tell us what you did and who you 
I! . 
1\ talked to, and what the result of your conversation was? 
II A 
u 
After adoption of the ordinance, I had so~e problem 
!l trying to locate. the dumpsters required within the park in an 
1: 
,: !l area that would be sui table for pick~p ~ The trucks have to have 
II 
!!room to get in to these dumpsters to pick up, and I contacted Mr. 
!! 
jiEllis with the sanitation department, and he, in turn, sent 
1! 
;:several engineers from the different dumpster companies, and they 
;:were not able to satisfactorily locate them anyplace in the park 
i: 
other than in the street. After that time I contacted Mr. McNamara 
of the City of Ne1vport News Public Works, and also Mr. Womack, 
.. and after lengthy conversations and site inspections, they finally· 
; 
l!located an area. Our trailer park is constructed around a center 
!' 
l:hub, ·and in the center hub is a recreation area, tennis court, 
I. 
i 
!!swimming pool, clubhouse, and play area for the children. And 
I! 
:;around the center area, they suggested that we locate between six 
ll 
•I T - 41 I· 










HR. NICE Direct 
II 
1;of course, I felt that was comple~ely unsati~factory. And in !! 
!;addition to that, the distance to walk from furthest trailer would 
jl 
1! be almost half a mile one way, making almost a mile for the round 
1: 










That is all I have to ask. Answer counsel's 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
HBY MR. YEAPANIS: 
I! Q j; Mr. Nice, the locations they talked about, of course, 
I' 
l!were suggested, were they not? 
il 
I· jj· 
A I think most everybody there tried to suggest something. 
They were just trying to help you decide a point to j! Q 
j! locate these things? 
~ : 
,. 
I! A I am sure they were. II 
I! Q They lveren' t telling you you had to put them at this 








I• Q I I. 
li 











No, I don't think they ever told me I had to put it any 
They were trying to help me locate a place to put them. 
And never found one that was satisfactory to you? 
Never found one that was satisfactory. 
Never found one that was satisfactory to who now -- to 
Not to me, no. 
It was not satisfactory to you, the places that 
No location in the park was satisfactory to me. 
A. 33 



















MR. NICE Cross 
You are totally opposed to putting dumpsters in the 
that correct? 
I am. - - In addition, of course - -
MR. YEAPANIS: I don't want another answer right now. 
MR. KELLY: Well, your Honor - -
MR. YEAPANIS: He answered my question. I don't think 




question and he answered it. 












1: and the p 
i: 
In addition to the location they would be located, the 
within the park are not built for heavy truck traffic, 
trucks they use to pick up these dumpsters have a lift 
I 
j: on the front that have a single wheel on the front, that when they : 
d llT - 43 
l' 
II 
!!lift these big units up, of course, it puts a terrific amount of 
H 
I' 









Do you know the weight of one of these mechanical trucks? 
Well, your weight would vary considerably whether it is 
:~loaded or not loaded, and I '\vould say loaded it \vould come pretty 
1: 
::close to twelve tons. 










I am guessing. 
That is a guess? 
Yes. 
MR. YEAPANIS: I don't have any other questions. 
. 
A. 34 
MR. NICE Redirect 
REDIRECT EXAHINATION 
MR. KELLY: 
Q Let me ask one more question that I did not ask you --
l!all these people that occupy mobile homes in the place you are 









A All are single families, yes. 
~1R. KELLY: That is all I have to ask. 
* * * * * li q 













MR. JOSEPH L. WOMACK, JR., called as a witness on 
behalf of the Defendant, being first duly sworn, testified 
as follo1~s: · 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
;I 


















li Q I• p 
II . 
State your name, please. 
Joseph L. Womack, Jr. 
You work for the City of Newport News, dq you not? 
Y.es, sir. 
What is your title? 
Director of Public Works. 
Is the garbage collection function one under your 
,, 
1~ department? 
1: A Yes, sir . 
Q Are you familiar with the workings and the problems 
. li 
j!involved lvith garbage collection in the· City of Newport News? 
I' 











il p !l 
n l ~ 
ii j: 
;! 





MR. '~OMACK Direct 
Yes, sir. 
How long have you been Director of Public Works? 
June of 1965. 
Mr. Womack, are you familiar then with the ordinance 
\; adopt.ed by the City of Newport News in December of this past 
,; 
1: jjyear, in reference to container requirements? 
1: 












* * * * * 
Do you know whether or not you have any kind of a labor 
II 
::problem in the City with regard to the garbage collection? 
H 
'I I· ji A Yes, sir, we have a problem getting enough people to I! 








Q Could you explain what kind of problem you have? 
A \~ell, quite frequently, particularly I suppose you might 
;:say on Mondays, and occasionally other days during the week, we 
i· 
!: T - 84 
j; 
I 
1:just don't have enough people show up to pick up the garbage, and 
I· 
i:we have a high turnover of people, they quit and don't advise us 
j; 
!;they are leaving. We are quite frequently short of the number of 
;I 
i: 
i·men we normally hire. 
II 
1! Q What would be the effect of the mechanical pickup of 
!1 
ligarbage through dumpster use on this labor problem? 
11 















MR. WOMACK Direct 
[j by hand -- it requires a truck and three men with it. With a 
li 
:;dumpster, it requires a truck and one man and he picks it up 
II 
,: 
Hfaster. i ~ I' 
II Q 
!l 
Would he be able to pick up a trailer park faster with 
1: mechanical collection than he picks it up with hand collection? 






MR. YEAPANIS: I don't have any other questions. 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
~~BY MR. KELLY: 
H 
li Q Would he be able to pick up the 800-block 25th Street p 
!l faster, if they were all served, if eight of them were served 
1' jl 
::by a dumpster on the side of the street? 1; 
II 
1: !: A 
Q 
i ~ 
i! II 1, 
l!r - 85 
'i 
II 











Take any block in East End that has 25-foot row houses? 
Yes, sir. 
He would be able to pick it up faster, wouldn't he? 
Yes, sir. 
I show you, Mr. Womack, Plaintiff's Exhibit 12, filed 
j'in this case, lvhich shows a house, a single-family residence, 
I 
i:622 35th Street.· If eight of these hous~s were served by a 
II l' i;Dempster-Dumpster, you would be able to pick up that garbage 
i' 





I would say so. 
I show you Exhibit 13, showing houses in East End of 




II MR. WOMACK Cross 
:l 
il 







I would say so. 
As a matter of fact, showing you those houses, you are 
1lfamiliar with the area where the plaintiffs in this case live, 
I; 
•' 





Q You would say that you could pick up garbage faster by 
d l: any method, by the hand pick up method in Warwick Mobile Homes 
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!I Q Probably, yes, sir. Let me ask you, Mr. Womack, I 
1! I 
~show you Plaintiff's Exhibit 21, which.shows a picture of Ferguson! 
li Lane, City of Newport News. Do you knm~ where that is? 
11 A I sure do. 
p 
I ~ 
i; Q Would it be fair to say that it takes longer to serve 
q I 
!:one house on Ferguson-Lane now than it does to serve twenty on the: 
r 
!!Warwick Mobile Home Park? 




Q Well, give me an estimate -- ten? 
!! A I couldn't even give you a comparative estimate. I 
tl I; . 
1: would say it would take longer 
jj Q Ferguson Lane is on a 
to pick up one of these homes. 






A Yes, sir. 





MR. WOMACK Cross 
I: 
I( of Piez Avenue in the City of Newport Ne,\'s, and ask you if you 
li couldn't pick that up faster 





this time to this line of questioning. We are continuing 
to talk about the faster pickup of single family as opposed 
to a mobile home park. The classification question is li 
1l classifying mobile home parks with other business establish-


























ments, not a comparison to single-family dwellings. We 
object to asking the questions along that line as pertains 
to these single-family homes. The point being, if I could go 
a little further, it is impossible to require. single families 
who own individual lots, to obtain a dumpster, whereas in 
the mobile home park you have one ·owner, who owns the whole 
project, who has to furnish the dumpster. That is what we 
are comparing. Therefore, we would object to the questions 
and answers in regard to these exhibits that have been before 
the Court. 
COURT: Overruled. 
MR. YEAPANIS: Note my exception. 
Q How long have you been Public Works Director for the City , 
~~of Newport News, Mr. Womack? 
li 
!i A Since June, 1965. j! 
I! Q As such, the collection 
!!function, does it not, sir? I· 
"I: A Yes, sir. 
of garbage comes within your 













all residential areas with garbage collections, by picking: 
·I 
\[up the individual garbage can of the owner? 
n j! ,, A 
II 









Individual residences, yes, sir. 
Single-family areas? 
Yes, sir. 
You also have been picking it up where they so desired 
!in apartment projects, had you not? 
I! 
11 





Q You did this with a truck occupied by one man with two 
~~helpers, is that right? 









lj Q II 






Did you get it collected over the years? 
Most of the time, yes, sir. 
Have any problems with it other than labor? 
Primarily labor. 
What were the other problems? 
I don't know, truck breakdowns and that sort of thing. 
But the only problems you have had with it over the years F d 
;,would be the breakdown of a truck, and the need for labor, and 
,, 
I; 
i;the \vork on the trucks, is that right, sir? You haven't had any 
'i 
iipublic health problems with the collection of garbage in Newport 




A I don't recall any. 
II Q You don't know of any public health problems you have 
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MR. WOMACK Cross 
tl A Well the Health Department may continually have a problem 
IJ around commercial places, I can't say. 
1 
II Q You don't know of any you had with regard to single-
II !.family residences of mobile home parks, do you? li . 
II A We have had health problems, you might call them, with 
l' !I single family residences. I can't recall one way or the other 
II 
I' 
rabout mobile horne parks. 
~ Q And the adoption of this ordinance was to take care of 
I' 
!! 












MR. YEAPANIS: I object to it, I don't think Mr. Womack 
is qualified to say why it was adopted. It was adopted by 
the City Council. 
MR. KELLY: I withdraw the question. 
COURT: I think he may know why it was proposed, but I 
don't know if he knows why it was adopted. 
I! Q You did make some recommendations to the City Manager 








And you are aware that thereafter an .ordinance \\Tas pre-
I' !:pared and recommended to the City Council by the City Manager, 
I' 
I' n l'are you not, sir? I! 
tl 
ii r _ 90 
d A Yes, sir. 
i! II Q And you are aware that the reasons for making the 






I Jo.1R. WOMACK Cross 
I 
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ll II 
II 
A Yes, sir. 
Q That was the reason, was it not? 
A That is it. 
* * * * * 
COURT'S OPINION 
COURT: Now, I have heard the evidence, the very able arguments jl 
il of counsel, I have read the briefs, and I have studied the briefs 
' jthoroughly, and I might say this is a rather nice question that 
I 
!was raised in Plaintiff's bill of complaint. 
I 
11 In the first blush, it would seem to me that the ordinance is 
,. 
!lhighly unfair as it would pertain to the residents of these moible 
I 
i !home parks. But as I have analyzed this problem, and have given 
11 it quite a bit of thought and study, I feel that the City has made 
I! 
I! 
1:a proper, or a reasonable classification, in their characterization 
ji of the mobile home parks. 
li li Now, in deciding such a question as this, it is not incumbent 
liupon the courts to determine whether or not in the court's opinion 
li it is a wise ordinance, whether it ought to be passed, or not 
!i 
jjpassed -- I think this is l-Jhat has caused much of our problems 
!l today in all our relationships, is that the courts have undertaken 
II !~in many instances to substitute their judgment for the judgment of 
lithe legislature and this is not the purpose of the judiciary. 
!













!; What I have to decide is whether or not these people are 
r 
!I being discriminated against in that sense of the word, whether or ·: 
F jinot they are being discriminated against by the application of 
II this la~ so as to render the law void as being unconstitutional 
::and arb1 trary. 
! 
j I think when you analyze it, you will find that this law is 
I 
!lnot - - the thrust of the law is not as against the individual 
1: 
jl 
ljoccupant of· the mobile home park. That the mobile park has been 
,, 
!:heretofore classified and generally thought of as a business 
I! 
!!enterprise in years past, in its relationship with· the City, and· 
I' !I 
;;relationship with the public, in the manner in which it is taxed, 
~the manner in which it is licensed, and the manner in which it has 
'I 
!been dealt with by the legislatures on the local and state 
I 
!levels -- that it is classified as a business enterprise, I don't 
n 
!! think can be successfully argued to the contrary. 
I' .I
11 
Now, the City, in classifying, in determining. from what type 
llof establi~hments it is going to mak~ a garbage collection, such 
H 
!.as how they are going to pick up from businesses and how they are 
p 
jj going to pick up from private residences, the City has a perfect 
h 
Pright, I think, to make its classification so long as all people 
!; . 
i!similarly situated are treated in the same light. In this way 
ll 
l;they have decided that they will pick up from the business establish-
!; i jjment, .the garbage collected there, provided the busi_ness establish-
1 















'i has to have in order to make a pr.oper pickup. Whether it is done·· · 
I 
I 
!to save money, or whether it is done purely for health purposes, 
I 
1l I think is of no moment. Why the City makes the classification, 
li this court I don't think can inquire into that. 
ll 
!i 
lj I don't believe that the classification is unreasonable. You 
I
I ! 
!certainly can't strike down an ordinance which is presumed to be ; 
I
. I 
,!valid simply because it lvorks a hardship on certain people, certai~ 
;; 
libusiness_es, certain sections of the community. You have got to 
/j show it is arbitrary and unreasonable, and in this case I can 
H 
'ji.mderstand why these people in mobile homes are upset. As I say, 
!at first blush, it seems to be a highly unfair ordinance, but on 
I 
lfinal analysis, I don't believe this court can str.ike it down. I 
p I ll think it is a valid ordinance, and for that reason I am going to J \ '· 
d I 
:; 
!'resolve the inJ·unction heretofore gra.nted. 
11 
,I MR. KELLY: Would the Court hear me on that? 
•l 
ll continue the injunction pending appeal? 
n 
Would the Court 
!1 
r COURT: I was just going to say that I assumed somebody was 
i• I !: jjgoing to appeal, and I would be inclined to continue the injunctio~ 
l: 
!:until such time as the Supreme Court can rule on it. j: 
II MR. YEAPANIS: We wouldn't have any objection. We lvould 
j; 1. 
!!certainly see that the City. continues to pick up the garbage until 
j 
I 
!this matter is completed. 
,[ COURT: I think it would ·be highly unfair to do otherwise. It 
II I )]would put these people to a lot of expense, and if the Surpreme 
j jCourt should decide I am wrong, then these people would have 
I 





.when they have decided I was wrong. 
. * * * * * 
I A. 44 
II 
ORDINANCE NO. 1563 
~.AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND REORDAIN CHAPTER 20, GARBAGE, LITTER AND 
!: OTHER LIKE WASTE, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NEWPORT NEWS, BY ADD-
·IING A NEW ARTICLE, NAMELY ARTICLE III, REQUIRED CONTAINERS, 
SECTIONS 20-33, DEFINITIONS, 20-34, REFUSE CONTAINERS, 20-35, 
:. ACCESS TO CO NT AI NERS, 2 0- 3 6, GROUP USE OF DUMPMASTER- TYPE CON-
~· TAINERS, 20-37, NUMBER OF DUMPJ'.'IASTER-TYPE CONTAINERS REQUIRED, 
::20-38, MAINTENANCE, REPLACEMENT, REPAIRS AND CLEANING OF CONTAINERS, 
::20-39, DUMPMASTER-TYPE CONTAINERS FURNISHED BY THE CITY, AND 20-40, 
FAILURE TO COMPLY. 
WHEREAS, garbage and refuse collection has become a serious 
problem effecting the safety, health, peace, good order, comfort, 
convenience and welfare of the City and its inhabitants; and 
ll WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Newport News deems 
!:it necessary to establish certain rules and regulations pertaining 
:, to the collection of garbage and refuse. 
BE IT ORDAINED by the Council 6f the City of Newport News: 
1. That Chapter 20, Garbage, Litter and Other Like Waste, 
:·Of the Code of the City of Newport News, be, and the same is here-
,' by, amended and reordained by adding a new article, namely Article 
::III, Required Containers; Sections 20-33, Definitions, 20-34, 
'Refuse Containers, 20-35, Access to Containers, 20-36, Group Use 
:of Dumpmaster-Type Containers, 20-37, Number of Dumpmaster-Type 
:containers Required, 20-38, Maintenance, Replacement, Repairs ~nd 
Cleaning of Containers, 20-39, Dumpmaster-Type Containers Furnished 





GARBAGE, LITTER AND OTHER LIKE WASTE 
Article III 
Req~ired Containers 
·section 20-33. Definitions. 
'I 
li For the purposes of this article, the follo\ving· wor·ds and 
:'phrases shall have the meanings respectively ascribed to them by 
lithis section: 
II 








1. Business and Commercial Establishments. 
"Business and Commercial Establishments" are premises 
wherein: 
A. There is carried on any business, profession, or 
occupation subject to the license tax ordinance of 
the City, and shall also include, but not be limited 
to, the operation of private schools, churches, 
nursing homes, homes for the aged, convalescent 
homes, hospitals, hotels, social, fraternal, civic, 
or educational clubs, health clubs, boarding houses, 
lodging houses and motels, and all other institutions 
of a similar nature. 
B. There is carried on any broadcasting, publishing, 
manufacturing, or commercial activity or process. 
C. The rental of mobile home spaces and apartment units, 
including those operated by the Newport News Re-
development and Housing Authority. 
2. Director. 
"Director" shall mean the Director of Public Works of 
the City of Newport News or his authorized representative. 
3. Garbage. 
The word "garbage" shall be taken to mean the refuse 
of animal or vegetable foodstuff and refuse incident to the 
ordinary conduct of a household or business establishment 
but not such as may result from building construction, re-
pairs or manufacturing processes. 
4. Operator. 
An 11 0perator" is the person, firm, corporation, company, 
or association operating any business and commercial 
establishment as defined herein, as distinguished from the 
owner of the premises involved. 
5. Refuse. 
"Refuse" shall include any putrescible and nonputrescible 
solid waste (except body waste) including garbage, rubbish, 
ashes, street cleanings, dead animals, and solid market 
\vastes. 
6. Industrial Waste. 
"Industrial Waste" shall include land clearing waste, or 
building material waste resu~ting from erecting, removing, 
A. 18 
repa1r1ng, remodeling, or razing buildings or other struc-
tures; ashes from boilers,· incinerators, or other trash or 
matter originating in a business or manufacturing establish-. 
ment intended not for use or sale. 
Section 20-34. Refuse Containers. 
1. "Business and Commercial Establishments" shall provide 
storage for collection of refuse in dumpmaster-type containers, 
:·unless the Director determines that access to the container cannot 
;.reasonably be provided or the amount or nature of the refuse to be 
;~ollected is such that the use of dumpmaster-type containers are 
:. not practical. Provided, however, where dumpster -type ·containers 
are presently in use, they may continue to be used until April 1, 
1972. 







:section 20-35. Access to Containers. 
i: 
,; Adequate access shall be provided to the collection crews 
'for the collection of garbage and refuse. Access will not be con-
~ sidered adequate until the following provisions have been met: 
I 
n 1. Location of Dumpmaster-Type Containers. 
A. Dumpmaster-type containers shall be located in such 
places on the property that affords the most direct access to the 
· dumpmaster-type loading truck without experiencing a problem with 
maneuverability or overhead obstructions . 
.. 
'I B. Unobstructed truck ingress and egress to the con-
: tainer shall be provided_ over an all-weather type roadway, parking 
, area or drive capable of supporting the loaded weight of the col-
:: lection vehicle. 
C. Where. it is practical, a concrete pad measuring 10 
: feet by 20 feet by 7 inches thick shall be provided for each dump-
·master-type container to carry~the weight of the full container, 
1: plus the weight of the collection vehicle lifting the full con-
tainer. 
2. Where, in the opinion of the Director of Public Works, 
::convenient collection truck access to the dumpmaster-type contain-
! ers cannot reasonably be provided, or the amount or nature of refuse 
::to be collected is not practical, garbage cans not in excess of 32 















;! A. The maximum number· of cans allowed for one business 





: that is I: h. 1 !tVe 1c e 
,; 
n 
B. All cans shall be placed at a point of collection 
the most readily accessible location for the collection 
and crew. 
c. City collection crews shall not carry garbage or \! 
;: refuse either loose or in containers through a place of business. 
·~:It is the responsibility of the operator to transport containers 
l. to the point of coilection. 
". . !~ 3. Where, in the opinion of the Director, neither dump-
:·master-type containers nor other containers are feasible or practi-
i. cal for storage of the type of rna terial to be collected, the 
'Director shall determine a method of collection which will comply 
~with sound principles of municipal refuse collection. 
[I 
I· 
!'Section 20-37. Group Use of Dumpmaster-Type Containers. 
!! 
1
. Joint use or group use of dumpmaster-type containers for 
~:reasons of space, utilization, accessibility, economics, efficiency 
'~of collection, and esthetics are highly encouraged and may in 




:section 20-37. Number of Dumpmaster-Type Containers Required. 
The number of dumpmaster-type containers required for 
:apartments and mobile home living units shall be determined as 
·follows: 
1. Each 8 cubic yard container shall serve not more than 
30 apartments or mobile home living units. 
2 . Each 6 cubic yard container shall serve not more than 
22 apartments or mobile home living units. 
3. Each 4 cubic yard container shall serve not more than 
15 apartments or mobile home l:lving units. 
4. Each 2 cubic yard container shall serve not more than 
7 apartments or mobile home living units. 
The number, type and size of containers required to serve 
all other businesses shall be determined by the type of business 
















" L ll 
Maintenance, Replacement, _Repairs and Cleaning of 
Containers. 
·I It shall be the responsbility of the operator and/or owner 
jiof dumpmaster-type containers t·o maintain, repair, replace, paint, 
:clean and disinfect said containers as often as is necessary to 
l!insure th~ opeiability of the containers and to prevent the breeding 
;: of flies. Unavoidable damage or wear to containers, or access 
:·roads, or drivers to the containers caused by the normal operation 




;;section 20-39. Dumpmaster-Type Containers Furnished by the City. 
t' 
!! When dumpmaster-type containers are furnished by the City 
j!for rental purposes the person, firm, corporation or association 
1 applying for the use thereof shall pay a monthly rental charge per: 
i~ container as established by the Director of Public Works. 
I· 
I! When dumpmaster-type containers are offered for sale to the 
j;applicant purchaser thereof, the fee paid for the purcha~e of said 
!'container delivered to the place of business shall be the cost of 




;;section 20-40. Failure to Comply. 
fl 
:i The effective date of the provisions of this Article shall 
iibe February 1, 1972, and any failure to comply lvi th the requirements 
iiof this Article shall operate to terminate any garbage and/or 
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J. W. Hornsby, Jr. 
Mayor 
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I ' 1 
WITNESSES: EXCERPTS FROM TRANSCRIPT 
- 11 
MR. T. J. LITTLE, called as a witness on behalf of 
the Plaintiffs, being first duly sworn, testified ai follows:, 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
l-1R·. KELLY: 
Q Would you state your name, please, and where you live? 
A T. J. Little, 35 Jonquil Lane. 
Q And do you have anything to do with the area known as 
~~Warwick Mobile Home Estates? 
1










I am president of it. 
Are you familiar with the residences and the layout of 
Yes, sir. 
Is it generally as shown on what has been introduced II 
I! 
!lhere as Exhibit #3? 
II 
J! A Yes, sir. p 
1
'
1 Q All right, sir, would you point out for me the residence 








A Yes, here, 234 Lyttle Drive. 
Q Is that written on there? 
A Yes, right here. 
Q And the residence of Mr. Sam Baugerss? 
A He lives at 100 Hogan Drive. 
Q Is that marked on there? 












MR. LITTLE Direct 
And the residence of Mr. J. 0. C~rrington? 
103 Hogan Drive. 
Is that written on there? 
Yes. 
And the residence of Robert Mallison? 
209 Lyttle Drive. 
And is that written on there? 
I' 






Q How many mobile home residences are there in this area? 
A Five hundred and two. 
Q How long have people been living in this area? 
A A lot of them have been living there since I opened 
which I think was early 1965. 
Q And who owns the lots located in the park? 
A Warwick Mobile Homes Estates. 
Q Are the lots all occupied by the same people, or are 
::there different people on the lots? 
'• 
A Different people on each lot. 
i 
Q Arid how do they occupy the lot? Do they buy the lot, 






Lease the lot, thirty-day lease. 
What. rent do they pay? 
$50.00 a month. 





I MR. LITTLE Direct 
I 
' 





MR. YEAPANIS: I object to that, your Honor, I don't 
know how he can answer for every individual in that park, 
as to whether they own it, or - -
MR. KELLY: I withdraw the question. 
COURT: All right. I took it to mean whether Mr. Little 
owns it or the tenant owned it. 
MR. KELLY: I was going to ask him if he knew. I will . 
be glad to back up. 
Q Do you know whether people own their homes or not? 
A Some of them I know are owned and paid for, some I 






Q Can you testify as to 95% of the people in there, 














MR. YEAPANIS: I object to that question, your Honor, 
that is a very leading question. 
COURT: Let me hear the question first. Don't answer it. 
Q Can you give us an opinion as to say, 95% of the 
I, 
I' people in there, \vhether they are buying or own their own homes 
!• 








mean whether they actually own them, or are buying them, 
!, or both? 







MR. KELLY: Both is what I am asking. 
A. 24 
MR. LITTLE Direct 
MR. YEAPANIS: It is a two-pronged question, and it 
is also leading. I think it is an improper question. 
COURT: Well, I don't see anything wrong with it, if 
Mr. Little knows. 
MR. KELLY: I am asking if he knows. 
A We fill out an application when they apply for a lot, 
we have that information on the application, and they are 
buyin·g them. 
Q They are all buying them? 
A They either own them or are Luying them. 
COURT: That is as far as his information reflects. 
MR. YEAPANIS: As I understand, the ones that aren't 
buying them, are owning their own homes, is that right? 
A Well, they put on their application it is either owned 
paid for, or it is being financed. 
COURT: This answer is based on the information he 
has in his office, whic~, of course, would render it, I 
ti 
!i assume, hearsay. 
! T - 16 
I' 
Q Do you pay any business license tax on the lots, 
i 
1Mr. Little? 
L li A $50. 00 per lot. Right now it is a little over 
l: . 
:$25,000.00 per year. 
I 
1: $ ij Q The 50.00 per lot is an annual charge? 
r II q 
II 
1·the area? 
A Yes, sir. 
Q All right. What are the sizes of the streets in 
II 


















MR. LITTLE Direct 
The main street is SO feet, the others are 40. 
What is the size of the lots? 
The lots run about SO by 80. A few in there are not 
that size, and some in there are a little larger than 
What would be the average? 
I would say 50 by 80. 
!l il I! * * * * * 
I! 
I!T - 17 
I! 
!I 
1! Q And what is the size of the mobile home? 
'· 
A The average size in the park would run about 60 long, 
,: and 12 feet wide. There are a few ten feet in there, but they 
i: 
getting rid of them fast. 
Q Is it possible to move these, for the owners to back 
to his mobile home and move it on down the highway? 
A Not unless he has a two-ton truck on dual wheels and 
:;even then he has to get permission from the state to do it. 
,. 








Where does he ge~ the permit? 
Richmond. 
Each time it is moved on the highway he has to have that? 
Yes, sir. 
And it cannot be pulled by an automobile? 
No, sir. 
Are there any special requirements with regard to the 
. 
A. 26 
